
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOAED
SAN FRANCISGO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 85-94

,/IASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOE:

\vESTINGHOUSE ELECTlnC CORPORATION
SUNNYVALE SITE
SUNNYVALE, SANTA CLAEA COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region, (hereinafter called the Board), finds that:

1. \vestinghouse Electric Corporation, (hereinafter called the discharger),
owns a 75 acre site in Sunnyvale, Santa Clara County, located to the
west of the intersection of Fairoaks and California Avenues.

2. Prior to 1964, electric apparatus, including transformers containing
poly-chlorinated biphenyl (PCB) and tri-chlorobenzene, was manufac
tured and serviced at the site. In 1964, production and servicing of
marine products began. PCBs were not used at the site after this
date.

3. Studies completed by the discharger have shown that contamination
of shallow soils and gr oundwa t er has occurred. Soil contamination was
shown to consist mainly of PCBs in soils located along the perimeter
fenceline, in residential backyards adjoining the western fence].ine,
in storage yard areas on the northern side of the property, and in
a former PCB storage area in the southeast corner of the site.
Groundwater contamination was shown to consist of PCB and trichloro
benzene in aquifers beneath the former PCB storage area.

4. Regional Board staff requested in a letter dated April 16, 198L" that
the discharser submit a technical and economic analysis of cleanup
alternatives pursuant to the Board's "Hazardous ~laterial Cleanup
Guidelines".

5. The Board adopted Order No. 84-63 on September 19, 1984 establishing
c),canup requj.rements for the perimeter fence line and affsite
residential, areas.

6. The discharger completed cleanup of sha l.l.ow soils along the perimeter
fenceline and in adjacent residential backyards in November 1984
in accordance with Or der No. 84-63.

7. The discharger in a letter dated February 7, 1985 outlined
a plan and schedule for additional shallow onsite soil cleanup and
for conducting further investigation.

& The letter referred to in Finding 7 did not provide for timely completion
of the needed groundwater investigation and did not analyze the range of
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